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Let k be a perfect ﬁeld and G be a ﬁnite subgroup of GLn(k).
The aim of this paper is to study the following question: Is it
possible to ﬁnd a subgroup of GLn(k), conjugate to G , with a set
of fundamental polynomial invariants whose coeﬃcients lie in the
ﬁeld k? Using the Brauer–Clifford group introduced by Turull this
question is split into two natural parts. The ﬁrst part is to recognize
elements in the Brauer–Clifford group and the second part is to
decide a ﬁeld theoretic question involving Galois cohomology. For
the ﬁrst part a subgroup of the Brauer–Clifford group, which can
be identiﬁed with a subdirect product of the Brauer group and
a second cohomology group, is introduced. The main question is
answered completely if G is an absolutely irreducible subgroup of
GLn(Q) and isomorphic to PSL2(Fq). Furthermore, if k is the real
ﬁeld or a ﬁnite ﬁeld then a satisfactory treatment is possible for
any ﬁnite group.
© 2011 Elsevier Inc. All rights reserved.
1. Introduction
Nineteenth century mathematicians like Klein, Fricke, Maschke and Valentiner constructed rep-
resentations of ﬁnite groups like PSL2(7), SL2(5) or 3.A6 and calculated fundamental polynomial
invariants. It often turned out that these fundamental invariants are polynomials with rational co-
eﬃcients whereas the matrices of the representations have irrational entries. More recently J. Michel
and I. Marin observed this phenomenon when studying automorphisms of complex reﬂection groups
in [10].
Let k be a perfect ﬁeld, K a ﬁnite extension of k and G a ﬁnite subgroup of GLn(k). This paper is
centered around the question: Is it possible to ﬁnd a subgroup of GLn(K ), conjugate to G in GLn(k),
with a set of fundamental polynomial invariants whose coeﬃcients lie in the ﬁeld k? More precisely,
ﬁnd necessary and suﬃcient conditions on the ﬁeld K to decide this question.
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then there exists a set of fundamental invariants whose coeﬃcients lie in the ﬁeld k if and only if the
Galois group of the Galois closure of K acts on G as group automorphisms. This deﬁnes a special
action of a subgroup U of the automorphism group of G on the enveloping algebra of the natural
representation of G as k-algebra automorphisms. In general, algebras with a ﬁnite group U acting
on them appear in Clifford theory and can be studied via the Brauer–Clifford group, a group
introduced by Alexandre Turull in [18].
Some natural operations on the Brauer–Clifford group are introduced in the beginning of Sec-
tion 3. Those operations lead to the notion of an equivariant splitting ﬁeld. Assuming that G is an
absolutely irreducible matrix group, the main Theorem 3.11 says: The answer to the main question is
aﬃrmative if and only if K is an equivariant splitting ﬁeld of the enveloping algebra of the natural
representation of G , considered in a certain way as an element of the Brauer–Clifford group. This
element admits an intrinsic deﬁnition using the group algebra. Hence the main question is split into
two parts. The ﬁrst part is to recognize elements in Brauer–Clifford group and the second part is to
decide if a ﬁeld K is an equivariant splitting ﬁeld. One result is that both problems can be reduced to
the case that the ﬁnite group U is a p-group.
Section 4 treats a subgroup of the Brauer–Clifford group which can be identiﬁed with a subdirect
product of the Brauer group and a second cohomology group. Given an element of this group, it is
possible to calculate necessary and suﬃcient conditions on a ﬁeld K to be an equivariant splitting
ﬁeld. If k is a number ﬁeld, those conditions are given in terms of Hasse invariants of a certain crossed
product algebra. So the main question can be answered if k is a number ﬁeld and the element of the
Brauer–Clifford group, associated to the ﬁnite matrix group G , lies in this particular subgroup.
The case that G is a subgroup of GLn(Q) and isomorphic to PSL2(q) where q is a power of an
odd prime is treated completely in the last section. It is shown that G is conjugate to a subgroup
of GLn(Q(χ)), where χ is the natural character of G , with a set of fundamental invariants whose
coeﬃcients lie in the minimal possible subﬁeld of Q(χ). After that, the cases of ﬁnite ﬁelds and the
real ﬁeld R are considered for any ﬁnite group. In those cases the main question admits a satisfactory
treatment. Furthermore, this provides another proof of a result of [8] concerning twisted Frobenius–
Schur indicators.
2. Invariant theory and forms of ﬁnite groups
Assume that k is a perfect ﬁeld and k its algebraic closure. Let G be a ﬁnite subgroup of GLn(k).
Then there is a natural action of G on V := kn×1 and also on the dual space V ∗ by gω := ω ◦ g−1.
Choosing a basis x1, . . . , xn of V ∗ , one can identify the ring of polynomial functions on V with
k[x1, . . . , xn] and gets an action of G on k[x1, . . . , xn]. The ring of invariants is denoted by k[x1, . . . , xn]G .
Viewing GLn(k) as an algebraic group turns G into a (totally disconnected) algebraic group. If G is
deﬁned over k then G is called a k-form. Let K be a ﬁnite extension of k and a subﬁeld of k. If G is a
subgroup of GLn(K ) and deﬁned over k then G is called a (K/k)-form. A ﬁnite matrix group G ′ is said
to be a (K/k)-form of G if G ′ is a (K/k)-form and conjugate to G in GLn(k).
It is well known from invariant theory that a set of fundamental invariants uniquely determines
the corresponding matrix group (as an algebraic group). Hence, given a set of fundamental invariants
whose coeﬃcients lie in k the corresponding matrix group is a k-form.
Assume that G is a (K/k)-form and let Γ be the Galois group of the Galois closure of K . Then
Γ acts on G as group automorphisms by applying the elements of Γ to the entries of the matrices
g ∈ G .
The natural action of Γ on K induces an action on K [x1, . . . , xn]. Combine this action with the
action of Γ on G to see that Γ acts on the ring of polynomial invariants as semilinear K -algebra
automorphisms. This leads to the converse of the statement that k-forms can be constructed from
fundamental invariants whose coeﬃcients lie in k.
Theorem 2.1. Let G  GLn(K ) be a ﬁnite matrix group. Then G is a (K/k)-form if and only if there exists a set
of fundamental polynomial invariants with coeﬃcients in k.
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with Galois group Γ . Deﬁne R := K [x1, . . . , xn] and denote by RGd the ﬁnite dimensional vector
space over K of polynomial invariants of degree at most d. By the reasoning made above the Γ -
action on RGd is semilinear, and so we can apply Galois descent for ﬁnite dimensional vector spaces.
Using the Speiser lemma [4, Lemma 2.3.8] it follows that RGd = (RGd)Γ ⊗k K and it is clear that the
elements of (RGd)
Γ are polynomials with coeﬃcients in k. If d is big enough this shows that it is
possible ﬁnd a set of fundamental invariants in (RGd)
Γ . 
Example 2.2. Let k = Q, G = Q 8 and 〈a,b | a4,a2b2,abab−1〉 a presentation of G . A faithful matrix
representation of G is given by:
(a) =
(
i 0
0 −i
)
, (b) =
(
0 −1
1 0
)
A set of fundamental invariants can be chosen as {x21x22, x41 + x42, x1x52 − x2x51}. Hence the matrix group
(G) is a (Q[i],Q)-form. Applying complex conjugation to the entries of the matrices induces an
injective homomorphism Gal(Q[i]/Q) → Aut(G). The image of this homomorphism is the group gen-
erated by the inner automorphism given by conjugation with (b).
It is possible to construct a series of k-forms geometrically.
Example 2.3. Let X ⊂ Pn be a projective algebraic hypersurface deﬁned over k and assume that the
group G of projective motions of X is ﬁnite. Identify G with a subgroup of PGLn+1(k) and let p ∈
k[x1, . . . , xn+1] be a homogeneous polynomial deﬁning X . Then it is easy to see that the stabilizer S
of p in GLn+1(k) is ﬁnite and deﬁned over k. Note that S is a central extension of G .
Remark 2.4. If X is a plane projective algebraic curve deﬁned over k and of genus greater than 1
then by Hurwitz theorem [6] the automorphism group of X is ﬁnite. Let k be the ﬁeld of rational
numbers, then the Klein quartic [9] and the Valentiner sextic [1] are examples of such curves.
Applying 2.3 one obtains the three dimensional complex representations of PSL2(7) and 3.A6 with a
set of fundamental invariants whose coeﬃcients are integers.
Recall that if G is a (K/k)-form, then the Galois group of the Galois closure of K acts on G as
group automorphisms. Replacing K , if necessary, by a subﬁeld, it can be assumed that this action
induces an injective group homomorphism from Gal(K/k) to Aut(G). Let U be the image of this
homomorphism, then G is called a (K/k,U )-form. The problem with this deﬁnition is that it is hard
to say what is meant by a (K/k,U )-form of a given ﬁnite subgroup G . This is because of U depending
on the (K/k)-form of G and not on G . To solve this problem representations are used in the next
deﬁnition.
Deﬁnition 2.5. Let G be a ﬁnite subgroup of GLn(k), (K/k) a Galois extension with Galois group Γ
and U a subgroup of the automorphism group of G . A representation  : G → GLn(K ) is a (K/k,U )-
representation of G if
1. the representation  is equivalent to the natural representation of G ,
2. there exists an isomorphism − : U → Γ such that (u(g)) = u((g)) for all g ∈ G .
Remark 2.6. The main question can now be rephrased as: Given a ﬁnite subgroup G of GLn(k) is it
possible to ﬁnd a subgroup U of Aut(G) and a Galois extension K/k such that there exists a (K/k,U )-
representation of G?
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U of Aut(G). Then it also aﬃrmative for a certain set of subgroups related to U .
Remark 2.7. Let G be a ﬁnite subgroup of GLn(k), U a subgroup of Aut(G) and  : G → GLn(K ) a
(K/k,U )-representation of G . Assume that ϕ is an automorphism of G , with the property that the
representation  ◦ ϕ−1 is equivalent to . Then the representation
Θ : G → GLn(K ) : g → 
(
ϕ−1(g)
)
is a (K/k, ϕU )-representation of G .
From the deﬁnition of a (K/k,U )-representation of G one obtains an obvious necessary condition
on the natural character.
Remark 2.8. For the existence of a (K/k,U )-representation of G it is necessary that there exists an
isomorphism − : U → Gal(K/k) with the property that u ◦ χ = χ ◦ u for all u ∈ U .
Let  be the natural representation G and χ the natural character. Assume that  is a (K/k,U )-
representation, then this has the following consequence on the enveloping algebra (kG).
Remark 2.9. The natural U -action on G can be uniquely extended to an action of U on the enveloping
algebra (kG) as k-algebra automorphisms.
From now on we will restrict ourselves to the case that G is an absolutely irreducible ﬁnite matrix
group. An important observation is that absolutely irreducible representations, of a given degree, of a
ﬁnite group are, up to equivalence, uniquely determined by their characters (cf. [7]).
Proposition 2.10. Let G be a ﬁnite group, K a ﬁeld and ,Θ : G → GLn(K ) absolutely irreducible represen-
tations. Then  is equivalent to Θ if and only if Tr((g)) = Tr(Θ(g)) for all g ∈ G.
The next lemma shows that if the condition of Remark 2.8 is satisﬁed, then the natural U -action
on G can be uniquely extended to an action of U on (kG) as k-algebra automorphisms.
Lemma 2.11. Let (K/k) be a ﬁnite Galois extension, G a ﬁnite absolutely irreducible subgroup of GLn(K ),
 : G → GLn(K ) the natural representation of G, χ the natural character and U a subgroup of Aut(G). Assume
that there exists an isomorphism − : U → Gal(K/k)with the property that u◦χ = χ ◦u for all u ∈ U . Then the
natural action of U on G can be uniquely extended to an action on the enveloping algebra (kG) as k-algebra
automorphisms. Furthermore, let U act on K via the isomorphism − , then the inclusion Z((kG)) → K is
U-equivariant.
Proof. Proposition 2.10 implies that for every u ∈ U there exists a matrix Xu ∈ GLn(K ) such that
u(g) = Xuu(g)X−1u for all g ∈ G (1)
Then it is easy to see that the natural U -action on G can be extended uniquely to a U -action on
(kG) as k-algebra automorphisms.
Since G is absolutely irreducible the elements of Z((kG)) are scalar matrices with values in K .
Hence there is a natural inclusion Z((kG)) → K . Use (1) to obtain the U equivariance of this
map. 
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Let U be a ﬁnite group. The following reviews shortly the theory of central simple U -algebras.
More details can be found in the work of Turull (cf. [16]). A U-algebra A is a ﬁnite dimensional
associative k-algebra together with a U -action on A as k-algebra automorphisms. The U -algebra A is
a simple U -algebra if it has only the trivial two sided U -invariant ideals, and A is called central if k is
the ﬁxed ﬁeld of the U -action restricted to the center of A. Two U -algebras are U -isomorphic if there
exist a U -equivariant k-algebra isomorphism and this is denoted A ∼=U B . A U -algebra A is trivial if
there exists a kU -module M such that A ∼=U Endk(M) with U acting on Endk(M) by conjugation. Two
central simple U -algebras A and B are equivalent if there exist trivial U -algebras E1 and E2 such that
A ⊗k E1 ∼=U B ⊗k E2. Let L be a central simple commutative U -algebra, then A is a central simple
U-algebra over L if Z(A) is isomorphic to L as a central simple U -algebra. The notion of equivalence of
central simple U -algebras deﬁnes an equivalence relation on the set of all central simple U -algebras
over L. If A is a central simple U -algebra over L, denote by [A] its equivalence class. The Brauer–
Clifford group is deﬁned as follows.
Deﬁnition 3.1. Let L be a commutative central simple U -algebra. As a set, the Brauer–Clifford group
BrCliff(U , L) consists of all equivalence classes of central simple U -algebras over L. The group struc-
ture is given by:
BrCliff(U , L) × BrCliff(U , L) → BrCliff(U , L) : ([A], [B]) → [A ⊗L B]
For more details, especially proofs of the statements implicit in the deﬁnition, see [18].
Now through, the commutative central simple U -algebra L is a ﬁeld and hence there exists an
epimorphism − : U → Gal(L/k). In particular, L is a U-ﬁeld meaning that U acts on L as ﬁeld auto-
morphisms.
Some natural operations on the Brauer–Clifford group need to be introduced. The ﬁrst operation
is “forgetting the U -action” (cf. [18, Theorem 8.2])
Remark 3.2. There exists a natural homomorphism κ : BrCliff(U , L) → Br(L)Gal(L/k) . Denote by
FMBrCliff(U , L) the kernel of κ , then there is the following exact sequence:
1 FMBrCliff(U , L) BrCliff(U , L) Br(L)Gal(L/k)
Note that FMBrCliff(U , L) consists of the equivalence classes of those central simple U -algebras which
are isomorphic, as central simple L-algebras, to matrix algebras over L.
The next operation is scalar extension by a U -ﬁeld. A U -ﬁeld K is a U-ﬁeld extension of L if it is
a ﬁeld extension of L and the inclusion L → K is U -equivariant. Assume that A is a central simple
U -algebra over L and K is a U -ﬁeld extension of L, then scalar extension of A by a U-ﬁeld K is the
U -algebra A ⊗L K with U acting diagonally. It is clear that this is a simple U -algebra over K .
Since the ﬁxed ﬁeld of the U -action on K might be a proper extension of k, scalar extension of A
by a U -ﬁeld K might not be central over k. To avoid this problem, one views scalar extension of A by
a U -ﬁeld K as an algebra over the ﬁxed ﬁeld of K under U .
To carry the concept of scalar extension with a U -ﬁeld over to the Brauer–Clifford group, one
has to look at the trivial U -algebras. The next proposition deals with those U -algebras.
Proposition 3.3. Let F be a U-ﬁeld extension of k, M a kU-module and consider M ⊗k F as an FU-module.
There exists a natural U -equivariant F -algebra isomorphism between the scalar extension of the trivial U -
algebra Endk(M) by F and the U-algebra EndF (M ⊗k F ) where U acts by conjugation.
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Endk(M) ⊗k F → EndF (M ⊗k F ) : ψ ⊗ c → c(ψ ⊗ id)
with ψ ∈ Endk(M) and c ∈ F . 
The next lemma deﬁnes the scalar extension map on the Brauer–Clifford group.
Lemma 3.4. Let K be a U-ﬁeld extension of L. Then scalar extension by K induces a group homomorphism:
extK/L : BrCliff(U , L) → BrCliff(U , K ) : [A] → [A ⊗L K ]
Proof. We have to show that this map is well deﬁned. Let F be the ﬁxed ﬁeld of K under U . Assume
that A and B are equivalent central simple U -algebras over L and let M1,M2 be kU -modules such
that A ⊗k Endk(M1) ∼=U B ⊗k Endk(M2). Consider EndF (Mi ⊗ F ) for i = 1,2 as trivial U -algebras. Use
Proposition 3.3 to calculate:
(A ⊗L K ) ⊗F EndF (M1 ⊗k F ) ∼=U A ⊗L K ⊗F
(
Endk(M1) ⊗k F
)
∼=U
(
A ⊗k Endk(M1)
)⊗F K
∼=U
(
B ⊗k Endk(M2)
)⊗F K
∼=U (B ⊗L K ) ⊗F EndF (M2 ⊗k F )
Hence A ⊗L K is equivalent to B ⊗L K as central simple U -algebras over K and extK/L is well deﬁned.
The homomorphism property is obvious. 
The following remark considers a sequence of U -ﬁeld extensions.
Remark 3.5. Let K be a U -ﬁeld extension of L and L be a U -ﬁeld extension of k, then extK/k =
extK/L ◦extL/k .
Another natural map of the Brauer–Clifford group can be obtained via restriction to subgroups
of U .
Lemma 3.6. Let N be a subgroup of U , then the map resN : BrCliff(U , L) → BrCliff(N, K N L) : [A] → [A ⊗L
K N L] is a group homomorphism.
Proof. Analogous to the proof of 3.4. 
Using the operations introduced so far, it is possible to deﬁne the notion of an equivariant splitting
ﬁeld of a central simple U -algebra.
Deﬁnition 3.7. Let A be a central simple U -algebra over L. The U -ﬁeld extension K of L is an equiv-
ariant splitting ﬁeld of A, if [A] is in the kernel of the map extK/L : BrCliff(U , L) → BrCliff(U , K ).
It is obvious that if K is an equivariant splitting ﬁeld of a central simple U -algebra A, then
extK/L([A]) lies in FMBrCliff(U , K ). For this reason it is important to identify FMBrCliff(U , L) with
a more tractable group. In [17] Turull shows that FMBrCliff(U , L) is isomorphic to a second cohomol-
ogy group. The next theorem is a special case of [17, Theorem 3.10].
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a k-algebra embedding with Ckl×l (ι(A)) = ι(L). Then there exists a map F : U → kl×l : u → F (u) such that
F (u)ι(a)F (u)−1 = ι(u(a)) for all a ∈ A. Fix such maps ι, F then
h(A) : U × U → L : (s, t) → F (s)F (t)F (st)−1
is a 2-cocycle with values in L∗ . This construction induces a group isomorphism h : FMBrCliff(U , L) →
H2(U , L∗) : [A] → h(A).
There exists an alternative way to calculate the cocycle h(A). Recall that with a central simple
U -algebra L comes an epimorphism − : U → Gal(L/k).
Proposition 3.9. Let A be a central simple U-algebra over L such that [A] ∈ FMBrCliff(U , L). Identify A with
Ln×n, then there exists a collection of matrices {Xu}u∈U in GLn(L) with the property u(a) = Xuu(a)X−1u for all
u ∈ U and a ∈ Ln×n. Deﬁne the map
λ : U × U → L : (s, t) → Xss(Xt)X−1st
Then λ is a 2-cocycle with values in L∗ . Furthermore λ and h(A) (cf. 3.8) deﬁne the same cohomology class in
H2(U , L∗).
Proof. Identify A with Ln×n . Because U acts on A as semilinear L-algebra automorphisms, the exis-
tence of the matrices {Xu}u∈U is clear. We show that it is possible to choose ι, F as in 3.8 with the
property that the resulting cocycle h(A) is given by h(A)(s, t) = λ(s, t) for all s, t ∈ U .
Restriction of scalars provides a k-algebra embedding ι : A → kl×l with Ckl×l (ι(A)) = ι(L). De-
ﬁne u(a1, . . . ,an)t := (u(a1), . . . ,u(an))t , then this turns Ln×1 into a kU -module. Hence there ex-
ists a corresponding matrix representation U → kl×l : u → Hu . Use this representation to see that
Huι(a)H−1u = ι(u(a)) for all a ∈ A. For u ∈ U deﬁne F (u) := ι(Xu)Hu then a short calculation shows
F (u)ι(a)F (u)−1 = ι(u(a)) for all a ∈ A. So ι and F fulﬁll the requirements of 3.8. Furthermore it is
easy to see that h(A)(s, t) = λ(s, t) for all s, t ∈ U . Hence λ is a 2-cocycle and it deﬁnes the same
cohomology class as h(A). 
Corollary 3.10. Let A be a central simple U-algebra over L such that [A] ∈ FMBrCliff(U , L) and dimL(A) = n2 .
Then the order of [A], as an element of BrCliff(U , L), divides n and |U |.
Proof. Since h : FMBrCliff(U , L) → H2(U , L∗) is an isomophism, the order of [A] is the same as the
order of h(A). Then it is a well-known fact in group cohomology, that the order of h(A) divides |U |.
Consider the equation λ(s, t) = Xss(Xt)X−1st of 3.9. Taking determinants on both sides shows that λn is
a coboundary. This implies that the order of λ as an element of H2(U , L∗) divides n. Hence the order
of h(A) divides n. 
Recall the reformulation of the main question in 2.6. Given a ﬁnite and absolutely irreducible
subgroup G of GLn(K ) and a subgroup U of Aut(G), decide if there exists a (K/k,U )-representation
of G . The main theorem states that this can be decided by considering the enveloping algebra of G as
an element of the Brauer–Clifford group.
Theorem 3.11. Let (K/k) be a ﬁnite Galois extension, G  GLn(K ) a ﬁnite and absolutely irreducible matrix
group,  the natural representation of G, (kG) the enveloping algebra of the natural representation, L the
center of (kG) and U a subgroup of Aut(G). Assume that the natural action of U on G can be uniquely
extended to a U-action on (kG) as k-algebra automorphisms. This turns (kG) into a central simple U-
algebra over L. Assume further, there exists an isomorphism − : U → Gal(K/k) such that, considering K as a
U-ﬁeld via this isomorphism, the natural embedding L → K is U-equivariant. Then there exists a (K/k,U )-
representation of G if and only if K is a U-equivariant splitting ﬁeld of (kG).
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representation it can be assumed that G is a (K/k,U )-form. Scalar extension of (kG) by the U -ﬁeld
K is the central simple U -algebra Kn×n , where U acts by applying u to the entries of the matrices.
It is easy to see that this central simple U -algebra is equivalent to the central simple U -algebra K .
Since K represents the trivial element of FMBrCliff(U , K ) it follows that [(kG)] is in the kernel of
the scalar extension map extK/L . Hence K is an equivariant splitting ﬁeld of (kG).
For the “if” part assume that K is an equivariant splitting ﬁeld of (kG). Via the natural map
(kG) ⊗L K → Kn×n identify the scalar extension of (kG) by the U -ﬁeld K with Kn×n . By 3.9 there
exists a collection of matrices {Xu}u∈U in GLn(K ) with
u(a) = Xuu(a)X−1u for all a ∈ Kn×n and u ∈ U (2)
We prove that it is possible to choose such a collection with the additional property Xst = Xss(Xt)
for all s, t ∈ U .
Let {Xu}u∈U be a collection of matrices in GLn(K ) such that (2) is valid. Deﬁne the 2-cocycle
λ : U × U → K ∗ : (s, t) → Xss(Xt)X−1st . Proposition 3.9 implies that cohomology classes of λ and
h(extK/L([(kG)])) are the same in H2(U , K ∗). Because K is an equivariant splitting ﬁeld of (kG),
the latter is trivial. Therefore λ is a coboundary and there exists a map b : U → K ∗ with λ(s, t) =
bss(bt)b
−1
st for s, t ∈ U . For u in U deﬁne X˜u := 1bu Xu , then the collection { X˜u}u∈U clearly fulﬁlls (2)
and an easy calculation shows X˜st = X˜ss( X˜t) for all s, t ∈ U .
Given such a collection of matrices the generalized Hilbert 90 theorem [13, p. 151] says there
exists a matrix Y ∈ GLn(K ) such that Xu = Yu(Y−1), for all u ∈ U . Deﬁne the representation Θ : G →
GLn(K ) : g → Y−1gY and use (2) to calculate:
u
(
Θ(g)
)= u(Y−1)u(g)u(Y )
= Y−1(Xuu(g)X−1u )Y
= Y−1u(g)Y
= Θ(u(g))
Hence, Θ is a (K/k,U )-representation of G . 
Some remarks should be made about the main theorem.
Remark 3.12.
1. The proof of Theorem 3.11 is constructive in the sense that it provides an explicit construction of
a (K/k,U )-representation of G . Nevertheless the actual computations are non-trivial and involve
computations in the second cohomology group and computational class ﬁeld theory.
2. Lemma 2.11 implies that the assumptions of 3.11 can be checked using the natural character χ .
Speciﬁcally they are fulﬁlled if and only if the natural character fulﬁlls the condition of 2.8.
3. Consider the group algebra kG , then the natural action of U on G can be uniquely extended
to an action of U on kG as k-algebra automorphisms. Furthermore, this induces a U -action on
kG/ rad(kG) because rad(kG) is U -invariant. If the assumptions of the main theorem are fulﬁlled,
then the map  induces a U -equivariant k-algebra homomorphism kG/ rad(kG) → (kG). Since
kG/ rad(kG) is semisimple, it is easy to see that (kG) is U -isomorphic to a simple component
of kG/ rad(kG). Therefore, the central simple U -algebra (kG) can be deﬁned intrinsically using
the group algebra.
To recognize elements of the Brauer–Clifford group and to decide if a U -ﬁeld K is an equivariant
splitting ﬁeld come up as natural problems. A ﬁrst reduction will be a restriction to certain subgroups
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subgroup restriction map of 3.6.
Let BrCliff(U , L, K ) be the set of equivalence classes of central simple U -algebras over L for which
K is a splitting ﬁeld (as a central simple L-algebra). Clearly, this is a subgroup of BrCliff(U , L).
Given a U -ﬁeld K and a subgroup N of U , the inclusion map N → U induces a natural map
res : Hn(U , K ∗) → Hn(N, K ∗) on the cohomology. This map is called the restriction homomorphism.
For further details see [13].
Lemma 3.13. Let N be a subgroup of U and K a U-ﬁeld extensions of L. Denote by extK/L , resN and h the
maps of 3.4, 3.6 and 3.8. Then the following diagram is commutative.
BrCliff(U , L, K )
extK/L
resN
FMBrCliff(U , K )
resN
h
H2(U , K ∗)
res
BrCliff(N, K N L, K )
extK/KN L
FMBrCliff(N, K )
h
H2(N, K ∗)
Proof. A veriﬁcation. 
The idea is to use the following fact from group cohomology: An element λ of H2(U , K ∗) is trivial
if and only if λ is in the kernel of res : H2(U , K ∗) → H2(Up, K ∗) for all Sylow p-subgroups of U .
Combining this fact with Lemma 3.13 leads to the following theorem, which shows that it is possible
to restrict oneself to the case that U is a p-group.
Theorem 3.14. Let K be a U-ﬁeld extension of L and A be a central simple U-algebra such that [A] is an
element of BrCliff(U , L, K ). Then [A] is in the kernel of the map extK/L if and only if it is in the kernel of
extK/KUp L ◦ resUp for all Sylow p-subgroups of U .
4. A tractable subgroup
Assume that K and L are Galois extensions of k and L is a subﬁeld of K . Let U be the abstract
ﬁnite group corresponding to Gal(K/k) and − : U → Gal(K/k) the natural isomorphism. Now through,
view K and L as U -ﬁelds via the natural action of U .
Consider a central simple k-algebra as a central simple U -algebra over k with trivial action of
U . This provides an injective homomorphism Br(k) → BrCliff(U ,k). Use this homomorphism to iden-
tify the Brauer group Br(k) with a subgroup of BrCliff(U ,k). Then the scalar extensions map extL/k
(cf. 3.4) is a homomorphism Br(k) → BrCliff(U , L). We will show that this map is injective, hence it is
possible to identify the Brauer group with a subgroup of the Brauer–Clifford group.
Denote by Br(K |k) the set of equivalence classes of central simple k-algebras, for which K is a
splitting ﬁeld. This is a subgroup of the Brauer group Br(k). In [13, Chapter X] Serre obtains an
isomorphism δ : Br(K |k) → H2(U , K ∗) via descent theory.
Let B be a central simple k-algebra of dimension n2, for which K is a splitting ﬁeld. View B
as a central simple U -algebra with trivial action of U on B . Since K is a splitting ﬁeld of B , the
scalar extension of B by the U -ﬁeld K can be identiﬁed with Kn×n . Via this identiﬁcation view Kn×n
as a central simple U -algebra over K . Applying Proposition 3.9 there exists a collection of matrices
{Xu}u∈U with the property
Xuu(x)X
−1
u = u(x) for all x ∈ Kn×n (3)
Note that B is isomorphic, as k-algebras, to the ﬁxed algebra of Kn×n under U . Then use (3) to see that
this ﬁxed algebra is given by {x ∈ Kn×n | Xuu(x)X−1u = x}. A 2-cocycle, representing the cohomology
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the cohomology class of h(extK/k([B])) by 3.9. Going over to the Brauer–Clifford group yields the
following lemma.
Lemma 4.1. The diagram
Br(K |k) δ
extK/k
H2(U , K ∗)
FMBrCliff(U , K )
h
is commutative.
Note that h and δ in Lemma 4.1 are isomorphisms. Since the kernel of extK/k : Br(k) →
BrCliff(U , K ) is contained in Br(K |k) the map extK/k is injective. Furthermore, the factorization
extK/k = extK/L ◦extL/k implies that extL/k is injective.
Now look at the subgroup of BrCliff(U , L) generated by FMBrCliff(U , L) and extL/k(Br(k)). De-
note this group by ExFMBrCliff(U , L). It is easy to see that the intersection of extL/k(Br(k)) and
FMBrCliff(U , L) is isomorphic to Br(L|k). Identify the Brauer group Br(k) with extL/k(Br(k)), then
the next remark describes the structure of ExFMBrCliff(U , L).
Remark 4.2. The group ExFMBrCliff(U , L) is a subdirect product of Br(k) with FMBrCliff(U , L) over
Br(L|k). Note that FMBrCliff(U , L) is isomorphic to a second cohomology group.
The group ExFMBrCliff(U , L) is interesting for two reasons. Firstly, its elements can be recognized
via cohomological methods and hence it is a tractable group. Secondly, in a number of cases it coin-
cides with Brauer–Clifford group. For example this happens if (L/k) is a cyclic extension.
Theorem 4.3. If (L/k) is cyclic, then BrCliff(U , L) = ExFMBrCliff(U , L).
Proof. Let [A] ∈ BrCliff(U , L), H := Gal(L/k) and κ : BrCliff(U , L) → Br(L)H as in 3.2. Denote by res
the map Br(k) → Br(L) : C → C ⊗k L. The following exact sequence is due to Teichmüller [15]
H2(H, L∗) Br(k)
res
Br(L)H H3(H, L∗)
Cohomology of cyclic groups yields that H3(H, L∗) is trivial. Hence there exists a B ∈ Br(k) such that
res(B) = κ([A]). Therefore extL/k(B)−1[A] is an element of FMBrCliff(U , L). This proves the theo-
rem. 
Choosing L = k yields [17, Corollary 3.13].
Corollary 4.4. If L = k, then BrCliff(U ,k) ∼= Br(k) × FMBrCliff(U ,k).
Remark 4.5. For the last theorem and the corollary the assumption on K can be dropped. The only
assumption needed, implicit in the deﬁnition of the Brauer–Clifford group, is that U acts on L as
ﬁeld automorphisms and k is the ﬁxed ﬁeld of this action.
Let ExFMBrCliff(U , L, K ) be the group generated by FMBrCliff(U , L) and extL/k(Br(K |k)). The next
problem is to ﬁnd necessary and suﬃcient conditions on K to be an equivariant splitting ﬁeld of a
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splitting ﬁeld of A, then K is a splitting ﬁeld of A considered as a central simple L-algebra. This
provides some necessary conditions on K and we can assume that [A] ∈ ExFMBrCliff(U , L, K ).
It is clear that there exists a, not unique, factorization of [A] as:
[A] = extL/k
([B])[C] with [B] ∈ Br(K |k) and [C] ∈ FMBrCliff(U , L)
The next step is to calculate h(extK/L([A])). Use Lemma 4.1 to see:
h
(
extK/L
([A]))= h(extK/k([B]))h(extK/L([C]))
= δ([B])h(extK/L([C]))
The next proposition shows that it is possible to calculate h(extK/L([C])) from h([C]).
Proposition 4.6. The inclusion L → K is U-equivariant and induces a map τL,K : Hn(U , L∗) → Hn(U , K ∗) on
the cohomology. Then h(extK/k([C])) = τL,K (h([C])) for all [C] ∈ FMBrCliff(U , L).
Proof. Directly from 3.9 and the natural embedding Ln×n → Kn×n . 
Summing up gives:
Lemma 4.7. Let [A] ∈ ExFMBrCliff(U , L, K ), [B] ∈ Br(K |k) and [C] ∈ FMBrCliff(U , L) such that [A] =
[extL/k([B])][C], then
h
(
extK/k
([A]))= δ([B])τL,K (h([C])) in H2(U , K ∗)
Since [B] and h([C]) do not depend on K , Lemma 4.7 can be used to obtain necessary and suﬃ-
cient conditions on K to be an equivariant splitting ﬁeld.
If k is a number ﬁeld, this can be concretized. First of all, recall some constructions from the
theory of central simple algebras. Given a 2-cocycle in Z2(U , K ∗), it is possible to construct a crossed
product algebra. This construction induces an isomorphism between H2(U , K ∗) and Br(K |k).
Let B be a central simple k-algebra B , for which K is a splitting ﬁeld. The crossed product algebra
deﬁned by the 2-cocycle δ(B) is equivalent to the opposite algebra Bo of B (cf. [13, p. 159]).
Recall the theorem of Brauer–Hasse–Noether, which says that the sequence
1 Br(k)
⊕
p Br(kp)
inv
Q/Z (4)
is exact, where p runs through all primes of the ﬁeld k. The map inv is called the Hasse invariant map,
computed locally on each component: inv =∑ invkp . The maps invkp are called Hasse invariants. For
more details on Hasse invariants and central simple algebras see [12].
We saw that there exists a factorization of [A] as
[A] = [extL/k([B])][C] with [B] ∈ Br(k) and [C] ∈ FMBrCliff(U , L)
Let τL,K : H2(U , L∗) → H2(U , K ∗) be the map of 4.6 and DL,K the crossed product algebra correspond-
ing to the cocycle τL,K (h([C])). Lemma 4.7 implies that K is an equivariant splitting ﬁeld of A if and
only if the 2-cocycle δ([B])τL,K (h([C])) is a coboundary. This is the case if and only if [Bo][DL,K ] is
trivial in the Brauer group. Using sequence (4), this is equivalent to
invp
([
Bo
])+ invp([DL,K ])= 0 ∈ Q/Z for all primes p of k
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equivalent to B . Note that B is independent of K . The next example will illustrate this strategy.
Example 4.8. Let k = Q, G = Q 8, 〈a,b | a4,a2b2,abab−1〉 a presentation of G . Then
(a) =
(
i 0
0 −i
)
, (b) =
(
0 −1
1 0
)
deﬁnes a faithful representation of G . Let u be the inner automorphism of G induced by conjugation
with (b) and U the group generated by u. Extend the natural action of U on (G) to an action
on the enveloping algebra (QG) as Q-algebra automorphisms. View (QG) as a central simple U -
algebra over Q. Since BrCliff(U ,Q) is a direct product of FMBrCliff(U ,Q) and Br(Q) by 4.4, there
exists a unique factorization
[
(QG)
]= [B][C] with [B] ∈ Br(k) and [C] ∈ FMBrCliff(U ,Q)
More precisely B is the quaternion algebra Q ( (−1,−1)
Q
) with trivial U -action and C is the matrix
algebra Q2×2, where the U -action is given by u(X) = (b)X(b)−1 for X ∈ Q2×2.
Let K be a quadratic extension of Q and view K as a U -ﬁeld via the isomorphism U → Gal(K/Q).
We want to ﬁnd necessary and suﬃcient conditions on K to be an equivariant splitting ﬁeld of
(QG).
The Q-algebra B is isomorphic to Bo and the Hasse invariants are
inv2
([B])= 1
2
, inv∞
([B])= 1
2
, invp
([B])= 0 other primes p of Q
It is well known that K is a splitting ﬁeld of B if and only if
(KP : Q2) = 2 with P|Q = 2 and (K∞ : R) = 2 (5)
Since (b)2 = −1,
h
([C]) : U × U → Q : (σ , τ ) → {−1, if σ = τ = u
1, otherwise
is a cocycle representing the cohomology class of h([C]). Let DQ,K be the crossed product algebra
deﬁned by τQ,K (h([C])). Then the conditions on K to be an equivariant splitting ﬁeld are (5) and
inv2
([DQ,K ])= 12 , inv∞
([DQ,K ])= 12 , invp
([DQ,K ])= 0 other primes p of Q
Because DQ,K is a cyclic algebra (K/Q, σ ,−1), with σ a generator of Gal(K/Q), it is possible to give
the conditions on K in a more satisfactory way. Then K is an equivariant splitting ﬁeld of the central
simple U -algebra (QG) if and only if K is the splitting ﬁeld of an Eisenstein polynomial x2+2ax+b
at prime 2, where a,b ∈ Z have the following properties:
a2 − b < 0,
(−1,a2 − b
2
)
= −1 and
(−1,a2 − b
p
)
= 1
where p runs through all odd primes of Q dividing a2 − b and ( ◦ ,◦p ) is the Hilbert-symbol [11].
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form G ′ of Q 8 and applying the non-trivial Galois automorphism to the elements of G ′ induces an
inner automorphism of G ′ .
5. Applications and examples
Let k be a number ﬁeld, K a ﬁnite Galois extension of k, G a ﬁnite and absolutely irreducible
subgroup of GLn(K ), χ the corresponding natural character,  the natural representation, and U
a subgroup of Aut(G). Assume that the Schur index of χ is one and the condition of 2.8 is satisﬁed.
In this case it is possible to give suﬃcient conditions for the existence of a (K/k,U )-representation
of G , depending solely on character theoretic data.
The idea to ﬁnd such is to look for conditions which imply that the central simple U -algebra
(kG) (cf. 3.11) represents the trivial element of the Brauer–Clifford group. If this is the case, then
it is easy to see that K is an equivariant splitting ﬁeld. Hence there exists a (K/k,U )-representation
of G by 3.11. Denote the Schur index of χ over k by mk(χ).
Lemma 5.1. Assume there exists an irreducible complex character ζ of the semidirect product G  U with
k(ζ ) = k, mk(ζ ) = 1 and ζ|G =
∑
σ∈H
σ ◦ χ where H = Gal(k(χ)/k)
Then there exists a (K/k,U )-representation of G.
Proof. The Schur index of χ is one, so it can be assumed that G is a subgroup GLn(Q(χ)). Because
the condition of 2.8 is satisﬁed, the natural action of U on G can be extended k-linearly to (kG).
Consider (kG) as a central simple U -algebra as in 3.11. We claim that [(kG)] represents the trivial
element of BrCliff(U ,k(χ)). It is easy to see that [(kG)] ∈ FMBrCliff(U ,k(χ)), hence it is enough to
show that h((kG)) is a coboundary.
Let ι : k(χ)n×n → kl×l be the k-algebra homomorphism induced by restricting scalars. Obviously,
there exists a representation Θ : G  U → GLl(k), affording ζ , with the property Θ(g) = ι((g))
for every g ∈ G . Deﬁne the map F : U → kl×l : u → Θ(u), then ι and F fulﬁll the requirements of
3.8. Hence h([(kG)])(s, t) = Θ(s)Θ(t)Θ(st)−1 = 1 for all s, t ∈ U , and this shows that h((kG)) is a
coboundary. Therefore K is an equivariant splitting ﬁeld of (kG) and the result follows from 3.11. 
Using 3.10, another suﬃcient condition can be obtained [10, Proposition 8.1].
Corollary 5.2. If |U | is prime to n, the degree of χ , then there exists a (K/k,U )-representation of G.
Assume that G is an absolutely irreducible subgroup of GLn(Q) and isomorphic to PSL2(q), where
q is a power of an odd prime p. Let k be the minimal subﬁeld of Q(χ) with the property that a
subgroup of Aut(G) acts transitively on the set of Galois conjugates of χ over k. The aim is to show
that there exists a (Q(χ)/k)-form of G .
To determine k, identify G with PSL2(q) and consider an arbitrary faithful and irreducible complex
character χ of PSL2(q). Note that every automorphism of PSL2(q) is induced by a unique automor-
phism of SL2(q) [2]. View χ as a character of SL2(q) then it is possible to work with SL2(q). So let χ
be an irreducible complex character of SL2(q).
At ﬁrst, recall some basic facts about SL2(q). Let ν be a generator of F∗q and deﬁne
1 =
(
1 0
0 1
)
, z =
(−10
0 −1
)
, c =
(
1 0
1 1
)
, d =
(
1 0
ν 1
)
a =
(
ν 0
0 ν−1
)
, b element of order q + 1
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1 z c d al bm
1G 1 1 1 1 1 1
ψ q q 0 0 1 −1
χi q + 1 (−1)i(q + 1) 1 1 ρ il + ρ−il 0
Θ j q − 1 (−1) j(q − 1) −1 −1 0 −(σ jm + σ− jm)
ζ1
q+1
2
1
2 (q + 1) 12 (1+
√
q ) 12 (1−
√
q ) (−1)l 0
ζ2
q+1
2
1
2 (q + 1) 12 (1−
√
q ) 12 (1+
√
q ) (−1)l 0
η1
q−1
2 − 12 (q − 1) 12 (−1+
√
q ) 12 (−1−
√
q ) 0 (−1)m+1
η2
q−1
2 − 12 (q − 1) 12 (−1−
√
q ) 12 (−1+
√
q ) 0 (−1)m+1
Table 2
C (1) (z) (c) (d) (al) (bm)
uC (1) (z) (d) (c) (al) (bm)
F C (1) (z) (c) (d) (apl) (bpm)
Then the conjugacy classes of SL2(q) are:
(1), (z), (c), (d), (cz), (dz),
(
al
)
,
(
bm
)
with 1 l q − 3
2
and 1m q − 1
2
Let  := (−1) q−12 , ρ ∈ C a primitive (q − 1)th root of unity and σ ∈ C a primitive (q + 1)th root of
unity. Then the complex character table of SL2(q) is given by Table 1 with 1  i  q−32 and 1  j 
q−1
2 .
It is well known that Aut(SL2(q)) is isomorphic to the projective semilinear group PΓ L2(q) [2].
This group is a semidirect product of PGL2(q) with Gal(Fq/Fp). The subgroup of PGL2(q) generated
by the matrix
(−1 0
0 1
)
if q ≡ 3 mod 4 and
(
0 ν
−1 0
)
if q ≡ 1 mod 4 (6)
is a complement of PSL2(q) in PGL2(q) and cyclic of order 2. Hence PGL2(q) is a semidirect product
PSL2(q)  C2.
Let u be the automorphism of SL2(q) induced by conjugation with the matrix of (6) and F the
automorphism induced by the Frobenius automorphism of Fq . Note that the images of u and F
under the natural epimorphism Aut(SL2(q)) → Out(SL2(q)) generate the outer automorphism group.
To study the action of Aut(SL2(q)) on the irreducible complex characters, we have to analyze the
action on the conjugacy classes. It is clear that the automorphism group can be replaced by the group
of outer automorphisms. So it is enough to consider u and F . Since u and F are given explicitly,
Table 2 can be calculated easily.
Table 2 determines the action of Out(SL2(q)) on the conjugacy classes completely. A close look at
the character table reveals the following fact and determines the ﬁeld k.
Remark 5.3. Assume that the character ﬁeld of χ is a proper extension of Q. The natural action of
Out(SL2(q)) on the set of irreducible complex characters induces an action on Q(χ) as ﬁeld automor-
phisms. Let k be the ﬁxed ﬁeld of this action or, if χ has values in Q, let k = Q. In all cases k is a
minimal subﬁeld of the character ﬁeld with a subgroup of Aut(SL2(q)) acting transitively on the set
of Galois conjugates of χ over k. Furthermore, Gal(Q(χ)/k) is a cyclic group.
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π : Aut(SL2(q)) → Gal(Q(χ)/k) with the property π(ϕ) ◦ χ = χ ◦ ϕ for all ϕ ∈ Aut(SL2(q)).
Lemma 5.4. Assume that the character ﬁeld of χ is a proper extension of Q. Then the natural epimorphism
π : Aut(SL2(q)) → Gal(Q(χ)/k) admits a section.
Proof. Recall that u is the automorphism of SL2(q) induced by conjugation with the matrix of (6) and
F the automorphism induced by the Frobenius. It is easy to see that u has order 2 and F has order
ν where q = pν . Let λ be a generator of the cyclic group Gal(Q(χ)/k). If χ ∈ {ζ1,2, η1,2}, then k = Q
and the map Gal(Q(χ)/Q) → Aut(SL2(q)) : λ → u deﬁnes a section of π . In case that χ ∈ {χi,Θ j},
then it is easy to see that there exists an l ∈ N such that Gal(Q(χ)/k) → Aut(SL2(q)) : λ → F l deﬁnes
a section. 
Note that Remark 5.3 and Lemma 5.4 are, mutatis mutandis, true if χ is a complex character of
PSL2(q).
Theorem 5.5. Let G be an absolutely irreducible subgroup of GLn(Q) isomorphic to PSL2(q) and χ the natural
character of G. Then there exists a (Q(χ)/k)-form of G with k given in Remark 5.3.
Proof. Recall that every character of PSL2(q) has Schur index one [14]. Assume that χ has values
in Q, then there exists a subgroup of GLn(Q) conjugate to G . This subgroup is clearly a Q-form of G .
Assume that the character ﬁeld of χ is a proper extension of Q and identify G with PSL2(q). Take
a section α : Gal(Q(χ)/k) → Aut(G) of π (cf. 5.4) and let U be the image of α. Then π induces an
isomorphism − : U → Gal(Q(χ)/k) such that u ◦χ = χ ◦u for all u ∈ U . This shows that the condition
of 2.8 is fulﬁlled.
Assume that χ ∈ {η1, η2, ζ1, ζ2}. Recall that in those cases k = Q, U is cyclic of order 2 and n, the
degree of χ , is odd. Then by 5.2 there exists a (Q(χ)/Q,U )-representation of G .
Let 1 i  q−32 , i even and χ = χi . Choose the section of π given in the proof of Lemma 5.4 and
let U be the image of this section. Note that U = 〈F l〉 for an l ∈ N. Use Clifford theory to see that
χGU is an irreducible complex character of G  U with the following properties:
k
(
χGU
)= k and (χGU )|G = ∑
σ∈H
σ ◦ χ where H = Gal(k(χ)/k)
To apply 5.1, it remains to check that the Schur index over k of χGU is one. View χ as a character
of G = SL2(q) and U as a subgroup of Aut(G), then it is enough to show that the Schur index over k
of χGU is one.
Let N := 〈a, x〉 and A := 〈a〉 with
x :=
(
0 −1
1 0
)
, a :=
(
ν 0
0 ν−1
)
and for 1 k (q−3)2 deﬁne the characters λk : A → C∗ : a → ρk . The proof of [14, Lemma 2.1] shows
that:
〈χk, λk〉A = 3 and 〈χk, λl〉A = 2 if l = k
In particular, 〈γ ◦ χ,λi〉 = 2 for any non-trivial Galois automorphism γ ∈ Gal(Q(χ)/k). Use this,
Clifford theory and Frobenius reciprocity to see that 〈χGUi , λGUi 〉 is odd. Assume for the moment
that the character λGUi is afforded by a representation over k. Since the Schur index of χ
GU over
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Schur index of χGUi over k has to be one.
It remains to show that there exists a representation over k affording λGUi . The group N is
obviously U -invariant, hence it is suﬃcient to show that λN Ui is afforded by a representation over
k. Let a ∈ N act on Q(ρi) as left multiplication with ρ i , x ∈ N by applying complex conjugation and
F l by applying the Galois-automorphism ρ i → ρ ipl . This turns Q(ρ i) into a k(N  U )-module and it
is easy to see that the corresponding representation over k affords λN Ui .
Let 1 j  (q−1)2 , j even and χ = Θ j . This case can be treated analogously to the last case. Note
that N has to be replaced by NG(〈b〉) and Lemma (2.2) of [14] by Lemma (2.1). 
Let G be a (K/k)-form and Γ the Galois group of (K/k). The ﬁxed group GΓ is a subgroup of
GLn(k) and is called the subgroup of k-rational points.
Remark 5.6. Denote by Fpr  Fq = Fp f the ﬁxed ﬁeld of the map F l used in the proof of 5.5. The
(Q(χ)/k)-forms constructed in this proof have the following subgroups of k-rational points:
• PSL2(p f ) if χ has values in Q,
• Dq−1 if χ ∈ {η1, η2},
• Dq+1 if χ ∈ {ζ1, ζ2},
• PGL2(pr) if 2r | f and χ is χi or Θ j ,
• PSL2(pr) if 2r  f and χ is χi or Θ j .
A 3-dimensional representation of PSL2(7) over Q(
√−7) which has S3 as the subgroup of Q-rational
points, can be found in [3].
Proof. Identify G with PSL2(q) and obtain U  Aut(G) from the proof of 5.5. Then the group of k-
rational points is the ﬁxed group of PSL2(q) under U . Since the subgroups of PSL2(q) are well known
(cf. [5, Chapter 2, Theorem 8.5]) and due to the explicit description of U , the ﬁxed groups can be
calculated easily. 
Assume that k is a ﬁnite ﬁeld and K a ﬁnite Galois extension of k with Galois group Γ . Because
of the fact that H2(Γ, K ∗) is trivial, the main Theorem 3.11 can be simpliﬁed.
Corollary 5.7. Let G  GLn(K ) be a ﬁnite absolutely irreducible matrix group,  the natural representation
of G, χ the natural character, and U a subgroup of Aut(G) such that there exists an isomorphism − : U →
Gal(K/k). Then there exists a (K/k,U )-representation of G if and only if u ◦ χ = χ ◦ u for all u ∈ U .
Proof. The only non-trivial part is the “if” part. Assume u ◦ χ = χ ◦ u for all u ∈ U . Lemma 2.11
implies that the assumptions of the main Theorem 3.11 are fulﬁlled. So, consider (kG) as a central
simple U -algebra over its center L (cf. 3.11). We have to show that K is an equivariant splitting
ﬁeld of (kG), and to see this we have to calculate extK/L([(kG)]). Note that extK/L([(kG)]) is an
element of FMBrCliff(U , K ), and by 3.8 this group is isomorphic to H2(U , K ∗). Since U acts on K ∗ as
Galois automorphisms, it is well known from Galois cohomology that H2(U , K ∗) is trivial. Hence K
is an equivariant splitting ﬁeld of (kG). 
Remark 5.8. In case of ﬁnite ﬁelds, the condition of 2.8 is necessary and suﬃcient for the existence
of a (K/k,U )-representation.
Let k be the real ﬁeld R, G be a ﬁnite and absolutely irreducible subgroup of GLn(C) with natural
character χ and natural representation  : G → GLn(C). Furthermore, let U be an order 2 subgroup
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bra (RG) can be considered as a central simple U -algebra over R(χ) as in 3.11. Distinguish two
cases:
Case 1. R(χ) = C.
Since C is algebraically closed, one can identify BrCliff(U ,C) and FMBrCliff(U ,C). View the map h
of 3.8 as an isomorphism h : BrCliff(U ,C) → H2(U ,C∗). Because U acts on C∗ as Galois automor-
phisms, H2(U ,C∗) is isomorphic to Br(R) and the latter group is cyclic of order 2. View h as a map
h : BrCliff(U ,C) → Z2. Then
h
(
(RG)
)= {1, if and only if mR(χGU ) = 1−1, if and only if mR(χGU ) = 2
Case 2. R(χ) = R.
Identify BrCliff(U ,R) with Br(R) × FMBrCliff(U ,R) (cf. 4.4). Hence the map
(δ,h) : BrCliff(U ,R) → H2(U ,C∗)×H2(U ,R∗) : [B][C] → (δ(B),h([C]))
is an isomorphism. Identify H2(U ,C∗) with Z2 as in Case 1. Because U acts trivially on R, the group
H2(U ,R∗) is isomorphic to R∗/R∗2 and the latter is a cyclic group of order 2. View (δ,h) as a map
BrCliff(U ,R) → Z2 × Z2. Use Clifford theory to see that there exists an extension Θ ∈ Irr(G  U ) of
the character χ . This extension is unique up to complex conjugation. Then
(δ,h)
(
(RG)
)=
⎧⎪⎪⎨
⎪⎪⎩
(1,1), if and only if mR(χ) = 1, R(Θ) = R and mR(Θ) = 1
(1,−1), if and only if mR(χ) = 1, R(Θ) = C and mR(Θ) = 1
(−1,1), if and only if mR(χ) = 2, R(Θ) = R and mR(Θ) = 2
(−1,−1), if and only if mR(χ) = 2, R(Θ) = C and mR(Θ) = 1
The sum (χ) = 1|G|
∑
g∈G χ(g2) is called the Frobenius–Schur indicator. It has the well-known
property that:
(χ) =
⎧⎨
⎩
1, if and only if R(χ) = R and mR(χ) = 1
−1, if and only if R(χ) = R and mR(χ) = 2
0, if and only if R(χ) = C
(7)
Observe that all possibilities of the Cases 1 and 2 can be distinguished using the Frobenius–Schur
indicator of the characters χ and Θ . A twisted version of the Frobenius–Schur indicator was deﬁned
in [8] as
u(χ) = 1|G|
∑
g∈G
χ
(
gu(g)
)
where u is an order 2 element of Aut(G). The next lemma shows that the twisted Frobenius–Schur
indicator can be calculated from the Frobenius–Schur indicators of χ and Θ .
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G  U with 〈θ|G ,χ 〉 = 0, then:
(θ) = 1
2
θ(1)
χ(1)
(
(χ) + u(χ))
Proof. Directly from Clifford theory and a calculation. 
Assume we are in Case 2 of the discussion above. Lemma 4.7 implies that the following diagram
is commutative
BrCliff(U ,R)
extC/R
(δ,h)
FMBrCliff(U ,C)
h
Z2 × Z2
(a,b)→ab
Z2
Hence it is easy to decide if C is an equivariant splitting ﬁeld.
Use the formula of Lemma 5.9 and the property (7) to see that the twisted Frobenius–Schur is 1
if C is an equivariant splitting ﬁeld and −1 if C is not. Furthermore, the same result is obtained in
Case 1. This shows that if χ ◦u = χ , then the twisted Frobenius–Schur indicator determines whether
or not there exists a (C/R)-form of G .
Assume χ ◦ u = χ . Use Clifford theory, (7) and Lemma 5.9 to see that u(χ) = 0. Summing up,
one gets a theorem due to Kawanaka and Matsuyama.
Theorem 5.10. Let u be an element of order 2 in Aut(G). Then
u(χ) =
{
1, if and only if χ ◦ u = χ and there exists a (C/R)-form of G
−1, if and only if χ ◦ u = χ and there is no (C/R)-form of G
0, otherwise
Acknowledgments
I would like to thank Prof. Plesken for teaching me about this topic and for the numerous discus-
sions. This work was partially supported by the SPP 1388 of the German Science Foundation (DFG).
References
[1] S. Crass, Solving the quintic by iteration in three dimensions, Experiment. Math. 10 (1) (2001) 1–24, http://projecteuclid.
org/getRecord?id=euclid.em/999188417.
[2] J. Dieudonné, On the automorphisms of the classical groups, with a supplement by Loo-Keng Hua, Mem. Amer. Math.
Soc. 1951 (2) (1951), vi+122.
[3] N.D. Elkies, The Klein quartic in number theory, in: The Eightfold Way, in: Math. Sci. Res. Inst. Publ., vol. 35, Cambridge
University Press, Cambridge, 1999, pp. 51–101.
[4] P. Gille, T. Szamuely, Central Simple Algebras and Galois Cohomology, Cambridge Stud. Adv. Math., vol. 101, Cambridge
University Press, Cambridge, 2006, http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/CBO9780511607219.
[5] B. Huppert, Endliche Gruppen. I, Grundlehren Math. Wiss., Band 134, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1967.
[6] A. Hurwitz, Ueber algebraische Gebilde mit eindeutigen Transformationen in sich, Math. Ann. 41 (3) (1892) 403–442,
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF01443420.
[7] S. Jambor, An L3–U3-quotient algorithm, 2010, in preparation.
[8] N. Kawanaka, H. Matsuyama, A twisted version of the Frobenius–Schur indicator and multiplicity-free permutation repre-
sentations, Hokkaido Math. J. 19 (3) (1990) 495–508.
[9] S. Levy (Ed.), The Eightfold Way: The Beauty of Klein’s Quartic Curve, Math. Sci. Res. Inst. Publ., vol. 35, Cambridge Univer-
sity Press, Cambridge, 1999.
[10] I. Marin, J. Michel, Automorphisms of complex reﬂection groups, Represent. Theory (2010), doi:10.1090/S1088-4165-2010-
00380-5 in press.
300 J. Jongen / Journal of Algebra 335 (2011) 282–300[11] J. Neukirch, Algebraic Number Theory, Grundlehren Math. Wiss. (Fundamental Principles of Mathematical Sciences),
vol. 322, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1999, translated from the 1992 German original and with a note by Norbert Schappacher,
with a foreword by G. Harder.
[12] I. Reiner, Maximal Orders, London Math. Soc. Monogr. Ser., vol. 5, Academic Press [A subsidiary of Harcourt Brace Jo-
vanovich], London, New York, 1975.
[13] J.-P. Serre, Local Fields, Grad. Texts in Math., vol. 67, Springer-Verlag, New York, 1979, translated from the French by Marvin
Jay Greenberg.
[14] M.A. Shahabi Shojaei, Schur indices of irreducible characters of SL(2,q), Arch. Math. (Basel) 40 (3) (1983) 221–231, http://
dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF01192774.
[15] O. Teichmüller, Über die sogenannte nichtkommutative Galoissche Theorie und die Relation ξλ,μ,νξλ,μν,π ξλμ,ν,π =
ξλ,μ,νπ ξλ,μ,ν,π , Dtsch. Math. 5 (1940) 138–149.
[16] A. Turull, Clifford theory with Schur indices, J. Algebra 170 (2) (1994) 661–677, http://dx.doi.org/10.1006/jabr.1994.1359.
[17] A. Turull, Brauer–Clifford equivalence of full matrix algebras, J. Algebra 321 (12) (2009) 3643–3658, http://dx.doi.org/
10.1016/j.jalgebra.2009.02.018.
[18] A. Turull, The Brauer–Clifford group, J. Algebra 321 (12) (2009) 3620–3642, http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jalgebra.2009.02.019.
